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EXOEEPTS. 


British  Medical  Jmirndl,  July  9,  1881. 

"  Tlie  distinguished  patit-nt  could  not  he  under  hetter  surgi- 
cal care  than  is  to  he  found  in  Washington.  The  vast  experi- 
ence gained  during  the  war  of  the  rel)ellion  in  the  United 
States  has  diffused  an  innnense  amount  of  knowledge  concei-n- 
ing  gunshot  wounds  and  their  treatment  among  army  surgeons 
in  that  country,  rmd  several  of  the  most  eminent  among  them 
are  connected  loitft  the  case^"*  &c. 

British  Medical  Journal^  August  20,  1881. 

"  The  surgical  treatment  has  heen  sevei-ely  criticised  in  some 
quarters,  very  unfairly,  as  it  seems  to  us,  inasmuch  as  the  attacks 
upon  the  course  pursued  have  heen  made  without  an  oppor- 
'  tunity  of  personal  ohservation  of  the  case,  and  without  making 
any  allowance  for  the  difficulties  in  which  the  surgeons  in  at- 
tendance upon  it  have  heen  pla(;ed."  *  *  *  "  So  far  as  the 
facts  uihich  have  heen  successively  announced  in  the  official 
hdletins  are  concerned,  nothing  has  been  mentioned  which  has 
heen  inconsistent  with  what  might  he  expected  to  takej^lace  in  any 
case  of  a  hullet  ivound,  in  which  a  bone  has  been  struck  and 
the  bullet  so  diverted  that  it  has  been  caused  to  pursue  a  deep 
and  tortuous  course  in  muscular  tissues,  and  to  pass  out  of  reach 
of  observation  or  detection  by  the  surgeons." 

Same  Journal,  Decemher  17,  1881. 

"  After  analyzing  the  statements  of  Drs.  Hammond,  Sims, 
Ashurst,  and  Ilodgen,  in  the  North  American  Review  for 
December,  1881,  ice  fully  concur  u-ith  Dr.  Sims  in  the  pre- 
vious assertion  made  by  lu^n  that  the  wound  of  the  late  J^7'csi- 


dent  ic  IS  tis  certdlnly  mortuf  as  the  irmtjid  of  Pri:si(h'jit  Lin- 
coln.     The  difference  iras  "nly  one  of  time. ''^ 

Neic  York  Medical  Joarnal.,  Novendjei\  1881, 

Says,  ref^ardiiij;  Eii}j;Ii>li  criticisms  on  the  long  and  painful 
conflict  of  surgery  with  tiie  injury  dealt  tu  our  lost  Pi-esident  : 
"Truly  the  modern  art  of  surgery  in  all  it>  fulness — not  the 
mere  individual  capal)ilities  of  the  little  knot  of  men  who  stood 
as  its  representatives — was  l)rought  to  hear  upon  this  case,''  tfec. 
"  Aha.,  if  any  of  I)r.  Blips'  questions  as  ajypended  hy  him  to 
his  account  of  the  case  in  the  Medical  Record  (f  Octoher  8, 
1881,  can  he  so  ans^oered  as  to  show  that  in  any  resjyect  the 
conduct  of  the  case  could,  loithout  the  light  thrown  upon  it  hy 
the  autopsy,  hare  heen  hetter  carried ont,  v:e  trust  that  such  ayi- 
sioer  will  he  hrouyht  forward  sj>eedily  and  holdly.  ^Ve  have 
nothing  hut  praise  for  the  surgeons  as  regards  their  actual 
?nafiagement  of  the  case." 

Boston    Jled/ral    and    Surgi<-<(l   Jon  ma  f   Septendter  8,  1881. 

"  A  lenient  judgment  must,  however,  he  invoked  for  the  phy- 
sicians who  have  home  the  task  of  an  attendance,  the  trying 
nature  of  which  can  he  easily  understood,  and  we  ought  to  am- 
gratiilate  oarselves  that  no  cliange  has  taken  place  in  the  per- 
sonnel of  the  Presidenfs  medical  st(ff." 

Same  Journaf  Septemher  22,  1881. 

"No  one,  wc  hclicvc,  is  in  a  jxisitioii  to  say  that  tht  a-ound 
was  not  front  the  hegittuing  if  a  nt<-essarih/faf<ilchara<'t<.r,  or 
that  other  measures  than  those  taken  could  have  averted  the 
result  we  all  <k'plt»re." 

Boston    M<dic,d  aitd   Siirgi<;d  Jioirnal,  Sejdevd^er  22,  1881. 

"  It  is  plain,  and  is  generally  acknowledged,  Mr// ;j7>r/6>(»^/ rt;j</ 
iiiHch  harm  wotdd  h<ive   resalted  h\>m   any  serious  attempt  to 
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extract  the  ball,  even   luvd   it    been    possible   to  determine  its 
exact  situation." 

Medical  liecord,  August  13,  1881, 

"In  the  light  of  the  facts  that  are  furnished  the  public,  it  is 
easy  to  understand  the  extreme  caution  of  the  surgeons  as  to 
probing  the  wound." 

Savie  Jcnirmal,  August  6, 1881. 

"  We  tal'e  plcdsure  in  njjirming  again  that  the  treatment  of 
the  President  is  thus  far  beyond  critici&ni,  and  it  is  fair  to  sup- 
pose that  so  long  as  the  present  medical  staff  remains  in  attend- 
ance nothing  will  be  left  undone  to  insure  tlie  comfort,  safety, 
and  recovery  of  tiie  illustrious  patient." 

Same  Journal,  August  20, 1881, 

"  As  might  have  been  expected,  the  management  of  this  case 
has  Ijcen  open  to  nmch  criticism  hy  the  secular  press.  It  is  to 
the  credit  of  the  profession,  and  especially  of  the  gentlemen  in 
charge  of  the  case,  that  so  little  can  be  said  concerning  what 
might  liave  been  done  and  W'hat  was  not  done.  Desjnte  the 
journalistic  prescrihers  in  some  of  our  leading  dailies,  the  peo- 
ple have  continued  to  vfiaintain  a  confidence  in  the  attending 
and  constdting  surgeons  which  is  as  gratifying  as  it  is  necessary. 
TJiere  seems  to  be,  justly,  but  one  sentiment  entertained  both  by 
the  2)rofession  and  the  public  regardiny  the  judicious  manner 
in  which  this  case  has  been  treated  from  the  beginning  T 

Same  Journal,  Sejytember  24, 1881. 

"7^  is,  we  believe,  the  general  verdict  oftheprofession  that  the 
late  President  received  all  the  aid  lohich  medical  science,  intelli- 
gently ajyplied ,  could  furnish .  Looking  Ijack  upon  the  case, 
even  with  the  light  of  the  autopsy  before  us,  it  is  impossible 
for  any  one  to  say  that  any  different  mode  of  treatment  would 


li.ive  saved  the  President ;  and  fnrtliermore,  we  may  claim  that 
niedie-al  art  ])n.h.n«;ed  for  months  a  life  whieh  might  otherwise 
have  ended  in  a  few  days  or  weei<s.  We  helieve  that  this  can 
]»e  triitlifullv  >ai<i.  and  that  it  will  he  eclmed  and  endorsed  hy 
the  medical  pi-ofcssion." 

Same  Jonrual^  Septewher  20,  1881. 

"  No  means  (if  in<ire  thonniirh  exjilorati-.n  of  the  w..und  c-nuld 
have  been  safely  eniph>yed." 

l))'s.  Si/US,  xialiin'st,  (did  lloibjcii  in  the  Xurtit  Ainertcan 
Rcr'u'V  ^\fi'aiikl  1/  achitncleilgt'd  that  the  irouiul  icas ef<sentiaHy 
Jatdl ;  tli'if  the  error  of  d'un/no^is  ir<ts,  under  the  ctrrxun- 
stancea,  unavoidable ;  that  the  treatment  was  in  accordance 
witli  accepted  principles  in  snrgery,  and  that  in  reality  n<»thing 
more  could  have  been  done  to  prolong  the  life  of  the  lamented 
sufferer." 

Chir'nuiiifi  Lancet  on<l  Clini<\  Septemlei  24,  1881. 
"  No  hlame  can  1k'  attaciu'd  to  the  surgeons  in  attendance 
upon  the  President  for  al>staining  fron]  instrumental  interfer- 
ence with  a  view  of  locating  the  ball.  *  ♦  *  What  skill 
and  science  could  do  was  done.  The  surgeons  in  attendance 
merit  the  gratitude  of  our  people  alone  ;  there  is  nothing 
deserving  of  reproach."' 

Pacific  Medical  and  Surgical  Journal,  San  Fr<mcisco. 
"  He  was  in   able  hands,  well    known    to    the   profession    in 
Kuroi>c  .IS  well  as  in  America." 

C'f/iada  La/icet,  Sejdeudter  1,  1881. 

"  Everything  is  being  done  for  the  patient  that  can  be  dime. 
Kvci'V  contidence  is  very  jn>tly  reposed  in  his  meilieal  advisers, 
and,  come  what  noiij^  there  can  he  no  caa.se  for  hlame  attached 
to  themy 


Medical  News  and  Ahsiruct^  PhihuJdphhi^  OctoI>er,  1881. 

The  publication  in  the  current  number  of  the  American 
Journal  of  the  Medical  Science  of  the  officiul  report  of  the 
autopsy  upon  the  Ixxly  of  President  Garfield  will,  we  trust, 
while  satisfyini^  the  ie^'itiniate  curiosity  of  the  profession  aiul 
of  the  laity,  at  the  same  time  effectually  and  ])ei-manently  quiet 
the  unfriendly  criticism  of  the  surgical  treatment  of  the  case  in 
which  part  of  the  daily  press  has  so  freely  indulged  and  from 
which,  we  regret  to  observe,  some  medical  journals,  without 
full  knowledge  of  the  case,  have  not  thought  proper  to  abstain. 

"The  discoveries  of  the  autopsy,  taken  in  conjunction  with 
what  is  known  of  tiie  clinical  history,  will  at  once  make  ap- 
parent to  the  profession  the  good  common  sense,  admiral)le 
conservatism,  and  sound  surgical  treatment  and  judgment 
wliich  have  characterized  the  management  of  the  case  from 
first  to  last,  and  although  the  iion-raedical  mind  may  be  slower 
to  comprehend  the  questions  at  issue,  it  will  not  l)e  long  before 
the  same  conviction  forces  itself  upon  the  people  at  large. 

"  We  know  heyond  the  possibility  of  adouht  that  no  human 
skill  could  have  averted  the  fatal  result ;  but  we  find,  more- 
over, that  even  in  the  searching  light  of  the  careful  and 
thorougii  post-mortem  examination  it  is  ditiicult,  if  not  impos- 
sible, to  suggest  any  niodif  cation  of  the  treatment,  even  in 
minor  points,  which  would  have  made  it  better  adapted  to  the 

exigencies  of  the  case." 

*  *  *  *  *  * 

From  this  general  consideration  of  the  history  of  the  case, 
viewed  in  the  light  thrown  upon  it  l)y  the  details  of  the  autopsy, 
we  may  safely  conclude  : 

1st.  That  the  treatment  at  the  time  of  the  reception  of  the 
injury,  immediately  subsequent  to  it,  was  that  rendered  proper 
by  the  condition  of  collapse  which  then  existed. 

2d.  That  on  reaction  taking  place,  a  sufficient,  thorough,  and 
careful  examination  was  made  with  the  finger  and  the  probe. 

3d.  That  when  the  consulting  surgeons  were  called  in  and 
found  that  this  had  l)een  done,  they  very  properly,  and  in  ac- 


cordance  with  well-established  and  uTiiversally-rccognized  i-ules 
of  siir>j:;erv,  refrained  frutn  repeating  that  examination. 

4th.  That  even  if  these  rules  liad  been  disregarded  and  such 
examination  had  been  made,  it  would  have  determined  nothing 
of  practical  imj)ortance  as  regards  tiie  subsequent  treatment. 

5th.  That  wherever  pus  accumulations  had  taken  place, 
they  were  pi\»perl}'  opened  by  free  incisions  made  at  the  most 
dependent  portions. 

6th.  That  these  incisions  drained  not  only  the  course  of  the 
abscess,  l)Ut  connnunicated  freely  with  that  portion  of  the  spine 
which  had  been  penetrated,  and,  therefore,  with  the  track  of 
the  ball ;  and  the  comi)leteness  of  the  drainage  is  shown  by  the 
absence  of  pus  accumulations  either  in  the  locality  traversed  by 
the  ball  or  in  the  iliac  or  lumbar  regions. 

7th.  That  the  damage  done  to  the  cancellated  tissue  of  the 
lumbar  vertebra  was  sufficient  in  itself  to  exphiin  the  septic 
state  of  the  system,  wliich  in  time,  and  independent  of  the  ijall, 
(which  ])roves  to  have  l)ecomo  harmless,)  would  have  destroyed 
the  life  of  the  patient. 

College  and  Clinical  Recui'il^    Philaihlphia,    October,    1881. 

"  The  careful  methods  of  exploration  pursued  hy  the  attend- 
ing surgeons  will  commend  themselves  to  the  attention  of  the 
profession  and  the  public  as  full  commensurate  with  the  impor- 
tance of  this  celebrated  case.  The  study  of  the  autopsy  will  bring 
to  the  mind  of  the  most  sceptical  a  thorough  and  persuasive  vin- 
dication of  his  careful,  conscientious,  and  indefatigable  medical 
attendance — a  vindication  that  was  not  deemed  necessary  by 
those  who  had  honestly  placed  their  laith  in  their  skill  and  dis- 
cretion during  the  many  weeks  of  sutlering  through  which  their 
distinguished  patient  so  uncomplainingly  struggled." 

Meilical  Press  and  Ci?'ralar,  (London,)  October,  1881. 

"  Tke  general  ocrdict  of  the  profession  is  that  the  President 
received  all  the  aid  which  medical  science,  intelligently  applied, 


covJd  furnish.  It  is  held  that,  looking  back  upon  the  case  by 
the  light  of  the  autopsy,  it  is  impossible  for  any  one  to  say 
that  a  different  line  of  treatment  than  that  pursued  would  have 
saved  the  President's  life,  and  further,  that  medical  art  pro- 
longed the  life  which  otherwise  might  have  endedin  afeio  daysr 

Virgiiiia  Medical  Monthly,  September,  1881. 

"  The  President's  condition  is  a  sul)ject  of  such  deep  inter- 
est to  every  American  that  we  are  not  surprised  at  the  eager- 
ness so  generally  manifested  l)y  the  medical  press  to  speculate 
as  to  the  result.  ^Ye  ham  seen  many  ridiculous  descriptions 
and  surmises  on  the  sahjectput  in  print  by  doctors,  viho,  in  this 
instance,  manifest  no  greater  intelligence  than  the  laity,  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  wound.  By  such  a  course  the  profession 
lays  itself  liable  to  have  farther  odious  epithets  and  taunts 
thrown  at  it.  Not  one  of  the  six  distinguished  medical  men 
now  in  attendance  upon  the  President  has  yet  been  able  to 
trace  the  track  of  the  ball,  or  to  locate  its  present  position  with 
satisfactory  detiniteness  to  warrant  them  in  announcing  an 
opinion — although  these  gentlemen  are  the  only  surgeons  who 
have  ever  had  an  opportunity  of  examining  the  wound.  *  *  * 
Whatever  may  be  the  result  now,  even  if  fatal,  we  would 
feel  resigned  as  we  would  live  in  the  belief  that  everything 
had  been  done  for  the  restoration  of  the  President  that  human 
skill  could  accomplish^ 

Annates  D^ Hygiene  Publique   et  de  Medicin  Legale,  Paris, 

Fevrier  1882, 

Contains  an  account  of  the  post-mortem  and  remarks  "  that 
treatment  was  fully  justified  by  the  results." 

Philadelphia  Medical  Times,  October  8,  1881, 

In  its  London  letter,  says:  "When,  however,  the  suppuration 
of  the  gland  ceased  to  form  ne\\#points  of  pus,  then  again  hope 
became  buoyant  that  his  magnificent  constitution,  his  high  cour- 


age,  judicious  nursing,  and  consummate  medical  skill,  all  com- 
bined, would  bring  him  through  ultimately.  *  »  *  The 
medical  management  of  the  case  has  never  been  hostilely  criti- 
cised, in  my  hearing  at  least — nothing,  but  whatever  occurs 
the  public  of  Great  Britain  will  ever  feel  tiiat  in  a  terrible 
emergency  the  vieiUcdl profession  has  acquitteil  itself  u'dh  <lis- 
tinguii^hed  skill ^  and  has  deserved  well  of  all.'''' 

Extracts  from   a    Revieio  of  some   of  the   more   important 
Surgical    Prohlenis   of   President    Garf  eld's  Case,  Inj  J. 
Willia7n    White,  M.   D.,  Demonstrator  of  Surgery  ami 
Lecturer   on    Operative   Surgerg    in    the    University   (f 
Peyinsylvania,    Surgeon    to    the    riiihidelphia    Hospital, 
Fellow  of  the  American  Surgical  Association,  etc.     Phil- 
adelphia, 1882. 
Its  motive  is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  numerous  articles 
which  have  from    time  to   time  appeared   in  lioth   the  medical 
and  tiie  lay  press,  seem  to  indicate  that  in  the  minds  of  many  in- 
telligent people,  within  and  without  the  profession,  there  is  still 
much  misconception  regarding  ;5cveral  important   points  in  the 
case  of  the  late  President  Garliehl. 

In  bringing  togetlier  the  facts  wliicii  I  siiall  mention  I  have 
especially  consulted  the  official  report,  published  in  the  Ameri- 
can  Journal  of  the  Medical  Sciences  for  October,  1881,  and 
have  carefully  perused  the  excellent  articles  of  Drs.  Ashhurst, 
Hunt,  Sims,  Hodgeii,  Slirady,  Weise,  Kumar,  Sc.hiissler,  Fi- 
gueria,  and  others,  as  well  as  the  editorials  and  criticisms  of  the 
medical  press  of  this  and  foreign  countries. 

The  points  which  it  seems  worth  wliile  to  consider,  on  ac- 
count both  of  their  general  surgical  interest,  and  of  the  mis- 
conception alluded  to,  and  which  may  be  taken  up  seriatim, 
are  as  follows: 

1.  Did  the  relative  positions  of  the  patient  and  assassin  at 
the  time  of  the  shooting  affon^any  indication  of  the  course  of 
the  ball  as  revealed  at  the  autopsy  i 


'J 

2.  Was  it  prol»;il>le  tliat  at  any  time  tli(!  Wall  could  have 
been  detected  or  lotvited  by  the  use  of  proltos  ;  and  if  so,  should 
sueh  an  endeavor  have  been  made  '^ 

3.  Did  the  subjective  symptoms  indicate  anything  more 
serious  than  nerve  injury  or  spinal  concussion;  or,  in  other 
words,  did  they  furnish  reliable  material  for  diagnosis? 

•1.  Was  the  subsequent  treatment  in  any  way  whatever  hurt- 
ful or  defective,  or  could  it  have  been  modified  with  advantage, 
if  the  exact  character  of  the  injury  had  been  know!i  ( 

5.  What  was  the  innnediatc  cuuse  of  death  ? 

6.  Was  the  wound  necessarily  a  mortal  one  ? 

"Occasionally,^  when  the  trunks  of  nerves  arc  directly  in- 
jured (not  divided,  but  violently  pushed  aside,)  the  wound  will 
be  accompanied  with  intense  pain,  but  none  will  be  experienced 
locally ;  the  pain  which  is  felt  will  be  referred  far  away  from 
the  tract  of  the  projectile  to  some  distant  part  to  which  the 
nerves  are  distributed.  *  *  *  Less  rare  cases  are  those  in 
which  pain  is  not  only  felt  in  the  wounded  limb,  but  retlex  pain 
is  also  felt  in  the  opposite  uninjured  limb,"  i.tc. 

"  Nerve  injuries  may  also  cause  pain  which,  owing  to  inex- 
plicalde  reflex  transfers  in  the  centres,  may  be  felt  in  remote 
tissues  outside  of  the  region  which  is  tributary  to  the  wounded 
nerve."  ^  • 

"  In  Case  IV,  Hutchinson's  Series,  p.  313,  the  median  and 
ulnar  nerves  being  injured,  there  was  pain  in  the  unhurt  hand. 
Pir(.goff,  p.  38-i,  has  similar  instance  from  injury  to  the  right 
brachial  plexus. 

"  In  two  cases  wounds  of  one  leg  seemed  to  the  patient  to 
be  truly  in  the  other."  ^ 

So  far  as  I  know  all  the  diagnoses  of  spinal  injury  which 
were  claimed  to  have  been  made  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try first  appeared  after  the  pul)lication  of  the  autopsy,  and  this 
is  rather  to  the  credit  of  their  authors  than  otherwise,  as  cer- 
tainly no  one  having  merely  those  symptoms  submitted  to  him 

1  Gunshot  Injuries,  their  History,  Nature,  and  Treatment  by  Surgeon-Gen- 
eral T    Loncrmore,  Loudon,  1877,  p.  14r>. 

8  Injuries  of  Nerves  by  S.  Weir  xMitohell,  M.  D.,  Philadelphia,  18 <  2,  p.  l.»3. 
»Ibid.,  p.  146. 
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in  H  tsimihir  case  tu-duy  would   l)e  justified  in  asserting  the  ex- 
istence of  a  fiactured  vertebra  or  a  grave  injury  of  the  cord. 

Prof.  Kmnar,  of  Vienna,  after  a  lengthy  criticism  of  the  case 
in  the  light  of  the  clinical  history  and  the  autopsy,  wrote  :^ 

"Evidences  of  ])aralysis  in  the  region  of  the  lower  extrem- 
ities were  never  noticeable;  the  only  symptoms  of  disturbance 
of  nerve  functi<jn  were  those  already  mentioned — hypci-u'stho- 
sia  of  the  skin  of  the  feet  and  ankles  and  of  the  right  half  of 
the  scrotum — which  at  the  end  of  the  first  week  had  entirely 
disappeared.  From  all  these  symptoms  no  conclusion  as  to  tiie 
course  of  the  l)all  could  be  drawn." 

Lidell  says : " 

"  The  general  symptoms  of  gunshot  fracture  of  the  spine  are 
not  essentially  different  from  those  which  are  present  in  other 
forms  of  that  injury,  and  they  are  referable  mainly  to  ])araly- 
sis,  either  ]>artial  or  complete,  (but  commonly  the  latter,)  <»f  all 
the  muscular  apparatus  supj)lied  with  spinal  nerves  given  off  at 
or  below  the  seat  of  fracture.'' 

Hamilton^  wrote  in  1865  : 

"  In  a  few  cases  a  l>all  has  been  kiKtwn  to  pass  tin-ough  the 
side  of  the  body  of  one  of  the  vertebne,  leaving  a  round  hole 
or  a  lateral  furrow,  without  coming  in  contact  with  the  spinal 
marrow  or  the  blood-vessels.  It  is  not  probable  that  we  shall 
be  able  to  diagnosticate  such  a  case  clearly  during  the  life  of  a 
])atient,  and  if  we  were  able  to  do  so  we  do  not  see  wliat  bene- 
fit could  be  derived  from  any  surgical  operation." 

Legouest*  says : 

"  It  is  always  very  difficult,  if  not  impossilde,  to  be  assured 
that  the  bodies  of  the  vertebi-a^  are  injured  when  there  aie  no 
symptoms  of  a  lesion  of  the  spinal  marrow.  The  sur<;con  in 
most  of  these  cases  is  constrained  to  leave  them  to  the  efforts 
of  nature,  watching  for  the  appearance  of  those  accidents  which 
may  accompany  the  presence  of  foreign  bodies,  and  which  are 

'  Prflsideut  Garfield's  Verwuuiluug,  vou  Pi  iniarar/.t  Dr.  Kumar,  Wiener 
medizinische  Hliitter,  Noviiiihcr  10.  18S1. 

-  .\iiieriean  Journal  of  the  Medical  Scieuces.  vol.  xlviii,  p.  311. 
'  Military  Snrt,'«ry,  p.  :WS.  tpiotid  Ijy  Dr.  Hiiut. 
*  Treatise  ou  Military  Surgery. 
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ago-ravated  in  such  cases  by  the  impoi'taiico  of   tlie   organs  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  wound." 

Agnew^  says  of  fractures  of  the  vei-tebi-jv  : 

"  Except  in  fractures  of  the  spinous  processes,  where  the 
damaged  part  is  entirely  accessible  to  the  touch,  we  cannot 
affirm  the  existence  of  such  an  injurj^  with  any  degree  of  cer- 
tainty. The  presence  of  certain  symptoms  following  a  sufficient 
cause  furnishes  ground  for  supposing  the  existence  of  a  frac- 
ture, and  yet  these  may  all  be  present  without  any  injury  of 
the  kind.     The  prominent  sj^mptom  is  paralysis." 

Authorities  to  this  effect  might  be  multiplied  indetinitely, 
but  the  question  hardly  admits  of  dispute. 

If,  then,  a  study  of  the  positions  of  the  wounded  man  and 
his  assailant  was  without  diagnostic  value;  if  prolnng  to  any 
extent  was  strongly  contraindicatcd,  and  could  not  possibly  have 
resulted  in  anything  l)ut  harni ;  and  if  the  subjective  symptoms 
were  not  distinctive,  or  were  positively  misleading,  it  is  evident 
that  the  materials  for  definitelv  determininor  the  character  of 
the  injury  were  altogether  wanting.  Much  has  been  written 
in  regard  to  "  mistaken  diagnosis,"  even  by  gentlemen  who  in- 
tended to  defend  the  management  of  the  case ;  but  it  has  al- 
ways seemed  to  me  that  this  did  not  fairly  state  the  situation. 
An  "absence  of  diagnosis"  on  account  of  a  total  lack  of  neces- 
sary evidence  would  have  more  nearly  expressed  it,  and  eveiy 
surgeon  of  experience  knows  how  frequently  and  how  unavoid- 
ably this  occurs. 

The  laceration  of  the  cancellated  structure  of  the  first  lum- 
bar vertebra  doul)tless  contributed  largely  to  the  production  of 
the  septiciemic  condition,  which  was  in  nowise  due  to  lack  of 
proper  or  sufficient  drainage.  More  favoi'able  circumstances 
for  its  production  than  existed  in  the  conniiinuted  and  softened 
cancellous  tissue,  with  its  open  venous  sinuses,  bathed  in  ichor- 
ous pus,  could  hardly  be  imagined.^ 

^  The  Principles  and  Practice  of  Surgery,  Philadelphia,  1878,  vol.  i,  p.  825. 

"  "  A  long,  interrujjted,  and  sinuous  shot-wound,  with  several  fractured 
bones  in  its  course  and  terminating  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  abdominal 
cavity,  uecessarilj'  presents  evei-y  facility  for  unhealthy  suppuration,  the  for- 
mation of  secondary  abscesses,  the  retention  of  pus,  and  all  their  accompany- 
ing inseparable  and  unavoidable  evil  conseciuences." — Kumar,  op.  cit. 
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The  fiict  tliiit  (li-aiii!iire  was  thorou*;li  aiul  complete,  and  that 
no  portion  of  the  unfav(»ralile  svmptonis  was  due  to  nenjlect  in 
this  respect,  was  fully  estalilished  by  tiie  absence  of  purulent 
collections  eitiici-  ai-.n-;-  the  ti-ac^k  of  the  hall  or  in  the  passage 
caused  hy  the  hurrowin-;-  of  the  ])us.  There  was  no  time  pre- 
vious to  the  first  operation  at  which  the  accunnilated  i)us  did 
not  pass  out  of  the  orijiiiial  wouiid,  tmt  its  exist  was  favored 
l>y  gravitation  after  the  two  operations  which  l)rought  the  ex- 
ternal openings  on  a  lowel  level,  and  enabled  them  not  only  to 
drain  conijilctely  the  iliac  and  Inmhar  regions,  hut  alsotocarry 
away  anv  <nscliai'ue  that  may  have  coiiu'  fmni  the  fractured 
vertehi'a. 

Prof.  Max  SchiiUcr,  of  r.eiiin,  after  a  careful  review  of  all 
tiiese  points,  wrote  :^ 

''  K\(,ii  if  a  >u>picioii  of  tlic  wound  of  the  spine  had  arisen, 
the  problem  of  tivatment,  which  the  attending  surgecjns  were 
endeavoring  with  tlie  greatest  skill  to  solve,  would  have  under- 
gone no  alteration.* 

The  ti-eatment  was  cautions,  but  thorough,  and  no  indication 
was  overlooked  or  disregarded.  AVherever  collections  of  j)us 
took  place,  they  were  properly  opened  by  free  incisions  made 
at  the  most  dependent  portions.  These  incisions  drained  not 
only  the  course  of  the  abscess,  Init  communicated  freely  with 
that  portion  of  the  spine  which  had  been  penetrated,  and,  there- 
b.i'c,  witli  the  track  of  the  ball,  and  the  completeness  of  the 
draiiia"-e  was  shown  by  tin- absence  of  pus  accunnilations  either 
in  the  locality  traver>c(i  by  the  ball  or  in  the  iliac  or  lumbar 
regions.  The  tri-atnicnt  als(»  as  regards  the  other  complica- 
tions, the  parotitis,  bronchitis,  dyspepsia,  etc.,  was  in  the  most 
marked  di'gree  careful  and  judicious,  and,  indeed,  may  be  said 
to  have  prolonged  the  life  of  the  patient  f<»r  many  weeks. 

.\>   to   the    inime«liate   cause   of   death,    it    was,  as  has  been 
stated,  the  iMipture  of  an  aneurism  of  the  sj)lenic  artery.     Tl 
ball   itself  had    l»ecome    encysted,  and    had  given    rise   to 


le 
no 


'Deutsche  inediziniHche  Wochenschrift,  No.  47,  p.  «»;!4. 
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damage  whatever,  after  the  moment  of  its  lodgement,  but  the 
injury  to  the  cancellated  tissue  of  the  lumbar  vertebra  was  suf- 
ficient to  explain  all  the  septicjieraic  symptons,  and  in  time 
would  doubtless  of  itself  have  proved  fatal. 

6.  In  attempting  to  reply  to  the  sixth  and  last  ([uestion,  as 
to  whether  ov  not  the  wound  was  necessarily  a  mortal  one, 
much  time  and  lal)or  has  been  spent  in  a  review  of  all  the  :iu- 
thorities  bearing  upon  the  subject.  It  may  be  said  at  once 
that  in  the  whole  range  of  surgical  literature,  civil  and  military, 
no  similar  case,  followed  by  recovery,  has  ever  been  recorded, 
and  this  statement  is  made  with  the  full  knowledge  lliut  it  has 
been  asserted  that  such  recoveries  ai'e  not  infrequent.  In  some 
instances  these  erroneous  assertions  may  have  been  due  to  ne- 
o-lect  properly  to  classify  the  cases,  which  are  often  vei-y  im- 
properly reported.  Of  course,  it  is  well  known  that  fractures 
of  the  vetebral  processes  are  not  especially  fatal  injuries,  and 
that  a  large  proportion  of  tiiem  recover.  Many  of  these  are 
recorded  under  the  general  head  of  fractures  of  vertebra',  but 
evidently  have  no  bearing  upon  the  case  in  question. 

What  LidelP  does  say,  is  that — 

"  In  the  British  army,  during  the  Crimean  war,  there  oc- 
curred ten  cases  of  gunshot  wounds  with  f/'((ctu re  ofveric/>rcP,\>nt 
without  lesion  of  the  spinal  cord,  of  which  six  died  and  four 
recovered  so  far  as  to  be  invalided  ;  there  also  occurred  twenty- 
two  cases  of  gunshot  wounds  with  fractures  of  the  vei-tebric 
and  lesion  of  the  spinal  cord,  all  of  which  died." 

On  the  very  same  page  Dr.  Lidell,  who  is  truly  described  as 
one  of  the  most  experienced  of  our  militry  surgeons,  says: 

"  Leaving  out  of  the  cahnilation  such  fractures  as  involve 
the  spint)us  process  alone,  the  writer  has  never  seen  a  case  of 
o-uiishot  fracture  of  a  vertel)ra  get  well,  and  he  might  :uld  that 
he  hiis  never  seen  life  prolonged  for  a  month  after  the  in- 
fliction of  that  injury." 

"  Attempts  at  extraction  are  dangerous  and  often  useless," 
and  that  "  only  when  when  paralysis  exists  will  it  be  necessary 


'American  Journal  of  the  Medical  Sciences,  vol.  xlviii,  p.  317. 
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or  ]>ni(1(nit  evoii  to  nmkc  incisions,  or  to  senroli  in  the  simplest 
niHUiiLM"  for  the  foreii:;n  Ixiily  or  for  spicnilte  of  hone." 

"  In  the  Snri^con-Generars  Report,  No.  6,  one  hundred  and 
eighty-seven  exHnij)les  of  gunshot  fracture  of  the  vertehr*  are 
reported,  <»f  wliich  out-,  hunched  and  eighty  died,  and  t)f  seven 
which  recovered  n<tt  <>nc  was  a  fractiii-o  <»f  f./i>'  hoihj  of  a  ver- 
tehra."* 

I  )tinnie"  says  : 

''  Extensive  injuries  oi-  lodgment  of  Walls  in  verfel»r:e  t»r  in 
tlie<-or(l  give  rise  eitlu-r  to  death  oi-  iiieuraMe  j)aralv>is," 

Gross ^  says : 

"  Gimsliot  woimds  of  the  verte1>r{P,  with  lesicjn  of  the  spinal 
cord,  ai-e  nearly  always,  if  not  invariably,  fatal.  Of  twenty- 
two  cases  of  this  kind  in  the  Knglish  army,  in  the  Crimea,  not 
one  recovered.  Even  wlien  the  I>ones  alone  are  affected  the 
danger  is  generally  very  imminent,  most  of  the  patients  thus 
affected  dying  in  a  short  time." 

N<)  instance  of  complete  recovery  after  the  latter  injury  was 
met  v/ith,  and  in  those  here  alluded  to,  the  actual  seat  of  the 
fracture  was  in  every  case  doubtful,  ^o perfitrdf'nni  wound 
with  recovery  is  mentioned  at  all. 

Space  will  not  permit  a  more  extended  consideration  of  this 
subject,  but  I  may  add  that,  in  addition  to  the  authorities 
already  (jUote<l,  the  excellent  writings  (»f  Alcock,  Ijallingcr, 
l>ell,  l>ii-(l,  Chevaliei',  Clowes,  Cole,  JJemme,  Guthrie,  Hall, 
lIut(diinson,  Longmore,  Ranby,  Thompson,  and  Williamson 
have  l>een  consulted,  and  with  a  similar  result. 

No  nndmihted  nistance  of  recovenj  after  a  rinnjiimnd  lom- 
m'niiifctf  or  pcifornting  (/HHshot  fructure  of  the  hoibj  of  <t  ver- 
ti  lira  /ii/s  rrt'/'  t)een  vecovtleil . 

The  explanation  of  this  fact  is  apparent  to  every  one  who 
(carefully  considei's  the  nature  <»f  such  an  injuiy,  the  grave  and 
nuuiifold  dangers  wi\ich  encomj)ass  it,  and  the  almost  intinitesi- 

*  Medical  Record,  1807,  vol.  ii,  p.  401.  The  italics  here  are  Dr.  Hamilton's. 

*  Military  Surgery,  edition  of  1808. 
•^  TreiitiKe  on  Surgery,  vol.  ii,  ]>.  S'J. 
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mal  cliMiice  which  the  jiatieiit  has,  if  he  escape  one  or  two  or 
them,  of  avoidin*;'  tliciii  all. 

In  support  of  the  foi'egoing  statements,  hoth  as  to  tlie  nec- 
essary fatality  of  the  wound  and  as  to  the  al)solute  correctness 
of  the  treatment  in  the  President's  case,  it  would  he  easy  to 
adduce  almost  unlimited  confirmatory  evidence.  The  leading 
medical  journals  of  the  world  liave  stron<^ly  and  unequivocally 
upheld  these  views,  and,  indeed,  it  may  l)e  said  that  the}'  have 
been  maintained  by  every  writer  who  has  discussed  the  subject 
and  wlio  is  entitled,  by  special  study  or  experience,  to  speak 
with  authority. 

1  shall  confine  myself  now,  however,  to  ([uotini:;  tlu;  testi- 
nionv  of  three  eminent  meml)ers  of  the  profession  in  this 
country  : 

•'Looking  at  the  whole  case  from  l>egimiing  to  end,  1  do  not 
see  that  the  treatment  could  have  been  altered  in  any  way  to 
the  advantage  of  the  illustrious  patient ;  nothing  was  done  that 
should  have  been  omitted,  and  nothing  was  left  undone  that 
(;ould  possibly  have  been  of  benefit."^ 

"  The  President's  surgeons  did  all  that  men  could  do ;  all 
that  the  present  state  of  science  would  permit ;  and  all  that 
could  have  been  done  even  if  they  had  at  first  ascertained  the 
course  and  direction  of  the  ball.  Our  whole  medi(;al  literature 
does  not  contain  a  single  well-authenticated  case  of  i-ecovery 
from  such  a  wound."  "He  had  not  the  least  chance  of  recov- 
ery under  any  circumstances  or  any  treatment." - 

"  In  reviewing  the  history  of  the  case  of  President  Garfield 
I  can  find  no  reason  for  adverse  criticism  of  any  part  of  the 
management."^ 

In  con(dusion,  it  may  be  asserted  tliat,  after  careful  consider- 
ation and  thoi'ough  seach  through  the  records  of  this  and  sim- 
ilar cases,  and  after  the  opportunity  of  deliberate  e((mparison 
thus  afforded,  the  following  facts  appear  to  be  incontrover- 
tible : 

1.  It  was  never  possible  at  any  time  or  by  any  method  to  as- 

^  Dr.  John  Ashhurst,  Jr.,  in  North  American  Review,  December,  1881,  p. 
594. 

2  Dr.  J.  Marion  Sims,  Ibid.,  p.  GOO. 

2  Dr.  John  T.  Hodgen,  Ibid.,  p.  010. 
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certain  (U-finitt'lv  and  safclv  the  precise  eliaraiter  ami  extent  uf 
tlie  President's  woinid. 

'J.  Aiiv  ;irt<'in|tt  in  thi^  direction  further  than  was  made  by 
the  atteiidinic  ^nr^ei.iib  woidd  in  all  prol»al)ility  have  resulted 
fatally  at  once,  and  their  steadfar^t  resistance  to  extraordinary 
influence  in  favor  of  operative  interference  entitles  them  t<» 
great  credit. 

3.  The  treatment,  which  was  dire(tted  to  meeting  the  indica- 
tions as  they  arose,  was  in  ever}'  respect  that  which  it  would 
have  heen  necessary  to  adopt  iiad  it  heen  possible  fully  to  de- 
termine the  exact  nature  of  his  injuries. 

4.  Life  was  prolonged  for  an  umis\ially  protracted  period  l>y 
the  carcfid  amUkilful  attenti(«ii  which  the  distinguished  patient 
received. 

5.  Death  rcftulted  from  the  secondary  effects  of  the  wound 
upon  structures  far  beyond  the  reach  of  surgical  interference. 

G.  Xo  uixlnubted  instance  of  recovery  from  such  a  wound 
is  to  be  found  recorded  in  surgical  literature. 

Cojiiid  from  f/ie  Neio  York  Meil'ind  (ruzette  of  Jianmry  21, 

1882. 

KIUnHilAI. TMK    TKEATMENT    oK    TH  K    LATE    I'RESIDENT's    WOUND. 

Ill  tlic  Won  M.d'i'un  WnrJnu^  Xn.  47,  1881,  Prof.  Max 
Schiilb-r,  after  giving  a  complete  history  (»f  the  late  President's 
case,  concludes  as  follows: 

"Taking  into  consideration  all  the  circumstances  c(tnnected 
with  this  gunshot  woinid,  it  is  evident  that  the  determination 
of  the  direction  taken  by  the  missile  by  probing  would  iiave 
been  extremely  dithcult,  and,  if  it  had  been  pos^ible,  would  have 
been  accompanied  l»y  great  danger  to  t!ie  patient.  It  is  prol)- 
able  that  the  track  of  the  bullet  through  the  nmscular  tissue  it 
traversed  W-ivs  so  irregular,  and  the  tissue  itself  so  torn  by  the 
projt'ctile  fired  at  so  chtse  range,  that  an  inmiediate  attempt  to 
foUtiw    in    tlie   direction  of   the   l)all   would    have   been   futile. 
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Among  the  symptoms  which  presented  tliemselves  immediately 
after  the  receipt  of  tlie  injury,  only  the  pain  and  disturbance  of 
sensibility  in  the  lower  extremities  gave  an  indication  of  the 
true  course  of  the  bullet." 

"This  disturbance  of  sensibility  in  both  lower  extremities 
would  scarcely  have  occurred  without  a  lesion  of  the  cord  (either 
by  extravasation  and  ])ressure  upon  the  dura  or  a  dii-ect  iujui-v 
of  a  light  grade  of  the  substance  of  the  cord)  above  the  point 
of  origin  of  the  nerves  distributed  to  these  members.  If,  how- 
ever, the  supposition  has  been  entertained  that  the  vertebral 
column  was  wounded,  the  question  of  indication  for  treatment 
would  not  have  been  different  from  that  instituted  by  the  at- 
tending surgeons." 

"  To  prevent  sepsis  in  gunshot  injuries  and  to  bring  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue  such  a  wound  as  that  received  by  President  Gar- 
field^ is  one  of  the  'most  dijficxdt  aehievevients,  and  cannot  always 
he  accoinplished,  even  tci.th  the  most  careful  and  assiduous  ap- 
plication of  antiseptic  surgery.'''' 

Dr.  Schuller  has  fallen  into  the  error  of  supposing  that  ner- 
vous sensation  or  pains  can  always  be  traced  to  some  specific 
lesion  of  the  nervous  system  ;  while  nothing  is  better  estab- 
lished than  that  such  sensations  are  of  ten  wholly  uiu'e  liable  as  a 
means  of  exact  diagnosis.  The  literature  of  nerve  injuries  is 
replete  with  examples  which  illustrate  the  truth  of  this  state, 
m.ent.  Lesions  of  the  ganglionic  system,  where  there  is  no  lesion 
of  the  nerves  of  common  sensation  or  of  motion,  often  cause 
reflex  pains  and  paralysis  in  one  or  both  extremities  or  in  other 
parts  of  the  l)od3'.  Ordinary  colic,  or  distention  of  the  stomach 
by  gas,  may  cause  pains  in  various  parts  of  the  body  ;  and  if 
the  disturbance  or  lesion  of  the  ganglionic  nerve  is  persistent, 
(as  it  would  be  in  case  of  its  being  traversed  by  a  ball,)  the  I'e- 
flex  pains  would  necessarily  be  persistent.  There  was  no  posi- 
tive evidence,  therefore,  furnished  by  the  pains,  first  in  the  right 
foot  and  then  in  the  left,  that  they  were  not  caused  by  such  an 
injury,  and  especially  since  these  pains  onl^'  lasted  a  short  time. 

"  It  is  true,  also,  as  shown  l)y  Mitchell,  that  an  injury  of  the 
spinal  nerve  is  not  always  expressed  by  pains  in  that  [)art  of  the 
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hody  wliicli  coiTesjxtiuls  to  its  distrihntion.  The  iiutlior  relates 
the  ease  of  a  man  wlio,  heiiji;  wcMiiided  hv  a  hall  in  his  riijht 
thigh,  felt  ])aiii  (Uily  in  the  left  thigh;  and  in  another  case 
cited  hy  him  an  injuiy  of  the  riglit  sciatic  nerve  caused  paraly- 
sis of  the  j'ight  arm  and  only  paresis  of  the  right  thigh.  But 
in  a  matter  so  well  known  to  medical  men  it  is  unnecessary  to 
cite  examples.  We  do  not  deny  that  the  rule  is  otherwise,  so 
far  as  lesions  of  nerves  of  common  sensation  are  concerned,  hut 
the  exceptions  are  so  frequent  as,  in  the  total  ahscnce  of  other 
evidence  l»ut  a  t(Mn])<>rary,  symmetrical  pain  in  the  lower  ex- 
tremities, to  justify  the  inferences  made  hy  the  surgeons  in  the 
case  of  the  late  President. 

"  It  is  certain,  also,  that  in  case  it  were  to  iiave  been  neces- 
sarily inferred  from  the  pains  in  the  feet  that  the  spine  had 
been  injured,  it  could  not  indicate  whether  it  was  simply  a  con- 
cussion, the  hall  having  glanced  off  in  some  other  direction,  or 
an  actual  punctiatioii  of  the  spine,  the  hall  remaining  embedded 
in  tiiat  structuie,  or  a  complete  perforation  the  l)all  be  lodged 
at  some  point  reujote  from  the  spine.  It  would  determine,  in 
sliort,  nothing  of  any  practical  importance;  (/.s-  Ur.  SclntUer 
justhj  anijs^  it  irould  not  have  chnnxjed  the  indivations  of  treat- 
tnent,  or  to  use  his  exact  lunguage,  '  the  treatment  would  not 
have  been  dijferent  from,  that  instituted  hy  the  attendants.^ " 

"  While  we  were  writing,  the  British  Medical  Journal  for 
Dt'ceiidier  27,  1881,  came  to  hand,  and  we  find  in  it  a  very 
full  exjiression  of  opinion  on  this  subject  by  its  cilitor.  He 
tliiid<--  that  dniiiig  the  first  24:  or  4S  iiours  after  the  receipt  of 
the  injury  sonie  further  exploration  might  propcrlv  have  been 
made,  but  it  is  evident  fi-om  his  statements  that  he  was  not 
well  inrormcd  as  t<i  the  extent  of  the  explorations  whic-h  were 
actually  nuide  l»y  />rs.  Wales^  Bliss,  and  Woiidirard.  He 
does  not  doubt  that  the  splenic  artery  was  injured,  nor  does  he 
think  that  any  ex])l(»ration,  however  thoroughly  niade,  could 
have  averted  the  fatal  r(>sidt  ;  <nid  in  f/iis  <u)nclusion  he  declares 
himst'lf  ill  acconi  -uiifh  iln  <>j>iiiioiis  of  Drs.  Sims,  Asharst, 
and  //od(/en,  as  expressetl  in  their  several  papers  publisheil  in 
the  X^eccm//*'/' iinniiier  ot  the  .Nc//'//  A/ncrican  Bivicir. 
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"  When,  tliercfure,"  suys  the  editor  of  the  aforementioned 
journal,  "  the  injury  came  in  the  form  of  a  severe  gunshot 
fracture  of  two  ril)s,  and  the  perforation  of  the  vertebral  column, 
not  to  mention  the  other  actcompanying  lesions,  the  chaiuses 
of  escape  became  infinitesimal  that  the  wound  might  be 
strictly  regarded  as  a  fatal  one.  No  particular  mode  of  surgi- 
cal treatment,  no  amount  of  skilled  nursing  and  attention  to 
hold  out  a  reasonal)le  hope  of  being  able  to  avert  trie  fatal  re- 
sult. Professional  skill,  devotion,  and  extreme  watchfulness, 
m/ujJtt  prolong  life,  as  ive  helieve  they  did  to  its  ut7n.ost  tether 
in  the  President'' s  case,  hut  either  in  the  for) n  of  hlood-poiso)iing , 
or  if  not  in  that,  in  the  form  of  exhaustion,  or  in  some  other 
manifestation  oj  the  kind,  the  fatal  end  was  sure  to  follow. 
We  have  expressed  regret  that  the  early  exploration  of  the 
wound  was  not  more  complete,  in  the  belief  that  the  diagnosis 
and  prognosis  would  have  been  rendered  clearer,  had  it  been, 
and  that  some  of  the  passing  complijations  which  ensued  might 
probably  have  been  evaded  ;  but  it  never  occuri'ed  to  us,  when 
once  the  true  nature  and  extent  of  the  lesions  were  fully  ex- 
posed at  the  examination  after  death,  that  the  exploration 
could  have  exerted  such  an  influence  as  to  stop  tiie  flnal  result." 

As  the  editor  of  the  JBritish  Medical  Journal  alludes  to  the 
matter  of  placing  the  patient  in  the  same  position  in  which  he 
was  when  the  ball  was  received  l)efore  proceeding  to  probe, 
but  naively  remarks  that,  owing  to  the  shock  this  may  not 
have  been  possible  in  the  President's  case,  we  take  the  liberty 
of  suggesting  to  him  that  this  rule,  given  in  the  writings  of 
certain  surgical  authors,  was  never  intended  to  apply  to  any- 
thing but  muscular  wounds,  and  especially  wounds  of  the  ex- 
tremities, in  which  a  restoration  of  posture  does  occasion- 
ally cause  a  restoration  of  the  channel  made  by  the  ball,  and 
which  would  otherwise  be  obliterated  by  the  action  of  the 
muscles  as  sliding  valves ;  but  even  in  these  cases  it  is  seldom, 
as  all  army  svu-geons  know,  of  any  value.  No  surgeon  of  ex- 
perience, of  reputation,  nor  who  has  ever  given  the  subject  a 
moment  of  thought,  has  ever  advised  this  to  be  done  in  the 
case  of    a  gunshot  wound   of   the  belly  or  any  of   the   large 
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(;{ivitie.s;  for  tlit'  reason  that  it  could  he  of  no  possihle  use — 
the  (thaiiuel  throiii^h  tlie  viseera  eoulcJ  not  tlius  he  rest(»red. 
Tliis  is  especially  true  in  case  the  hall  lias  entered  the  ahdomen. 
The  intestines,  especiall}'  after  l)eing  wounded,  are  in  constant 
motion  ;  and  to  think  of  i-estoring  the  channel  of  the  hall  hy 
this  method  is  simply  puerile,  and  its  mention  is  unworthy  a 
medical  student. 

If  the  l)all  had  passed  through  the  liver,  whose  position  is 
changed  hy  every  degree  of  intiec:tion  of  the  l)ody,  the  diffi- 
culties Would  ho  tlie  same.  There  are  otlier  reasons,  also,  why 
surgeons  iiave  never  taught  that,  in  case  of  an  ahdominal 
Wound,  such  as  th;it  suffered  hy  the  President,  the  patient 
should  l)e  put  again  upon  his  feet;  namely,  first,  that  if  the 
intestines  have  heen  perforated  the  effect  of  this  would  he  to 
hasten  and  make  certain  the  escape  of  their  contents  into  the 
peritoneal  cavity,  and  thus  vastly  increase  the  danger  of  a 
fatal  result;  second,  there  may  he,  for  aught  sve  can  know,  a 
concealed  hemorrhage,  which  would  he  necessarily  increased  l)y 
such  achaiigeof  position;  and,  thii-d.  that  the  ]>atient  is  almost 
iiivai'iahlv  suffering  unch-r  such  extreme  prostration  from  the 
shock  that  to  maintain  him  in  an  erect  position  until  the  proh- 
ing  was  com]»leted  and  the  hall  extracted  would  he  simply  im- 
possil)le  or  promptly  fatal. 

Surgeons  have,  therefore,  always  enjoined  perfect  rest  in  tiie 
horizontal  posture  from  the  first  moment  after  the  accident, 
and  they  are  not  likely  hereafter  to  teach  any  other  doctrine, 
or  to  disturli  the  viscera  with  pnthes  after  hclly  wountls,  in  any 
po>ition  of  the  hody.  No  one  has  yet  followed  these  ahsurd 
and  thmgerous  suggestions,  or  if  he  has,  he  has  taken  good  care 
to  conceal  his  results. 

The  Lomhni  Lancet  jor  Septeiaber  24:,  ISSl,  concludes  a 
somewhat  lengthy  review  of  the  President's  case,  as  follows : 
"The  fact  that  life  had  heen  so  long  preserved  is  the  hest  evi- 
dence in  favor  of  the  surgeons." 

We  wish  to  add  to  these  rather  desultory  remarks  a  word  or 
two  more  in  refei'encc  to  the  t[uestion  of  the  practical)ility  of  in- 
troducing proltcs  or  (h'ainagc  tuhes  into  tiie  track  of  thi-  wound. 
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It  is  a  matter  r.f  fact,  capal)le  of  the  easiest  demonstration, 
that  tlie  conrso  of  the  hall  was  not  strai^^ht.  These  are  the 
known  facts  denied  hy  no  one.  Tlie  hall  struck  the  eleventh 
rib  about  three  inches  from  its  anterior  extremity  ;  then  the 
twelfth  rib  near  its  postei-ior  extremity  ;  then  the  iibro-carti- 
lage  l)etween  the  last  dorsal  and  first  Inmbar  vertebra,  near  the 
root  of  tlie  transverse  process,  from  which  point  it  passed  for- 
ward and  downward,  emeri^iui;-  from  the  front  of  the  first  lum- 
bar vertebra  only  a  little  to  the  left  of  the  centre  ;  and  liere 
was  ao-ain  deflected  to  the  left,  initil  it  became  lodged  under 
and  below  the  pancreas,  two  or  three  inclies  to  the  left  of  the 
spine.  In  this  course  it  had  suffered,  as  any  one  may  demonstrate 
on  the  skeleton,  four  marked  deflections  ;  first,  on  the  eleventh 
rib  ;  second,  on  the  twelfth  rib  ;  third,  as  it  entered  the  s])ine ; 
fourth,  as  it  emerged  from  the  spine.  Such  being  the  actual 
fact,  to  have  carried  a  prol)e  or  drainage  tube  through  its  chan- 
nel would  have  been  impossible.  But  admitting  that  the  chan- 
nel had  l)een  straight,  every  surgeon  knows  that  such  channels 
in  the  cavity  of  the  belly  do  not  remain  open  for  the  conven- 
ience of  the  surgeon,  and,  as  we  have  already  stated,  they  can- 
not be  re-established.  It  is,  to  our  mind,  evidence  of  tlie  lack 
of  knowledge  and  experience  in  surgery  for  any  man  to  say 
that  he  conld  carry  a  pro5e  safely  among  the  vital  tissues  to 
the  depth  of  seven  or  ten  inches ;  and  (as  in  the  President's 
case  it  must  have  been  carried)  behind  the  kidney,  between  the 
liver  and  colon,  or  behind  both  to  the  spine,  and  throuo'h  the 
spine  to  the  seat  of  the  ball. 

Mr.  Qavfield  had  a  very  broad  chest,  and  it  is  (luite prdbdble 
that  the  distance  of  the  lall  as  found  in  a  straight  line  was 
twelve  inches.  Whoever  talks  of  cutting  or  probing  for  the 
ball,  or  of  satisfactorily  draining  it  through  drainage  tubes, 
seems  to  tis  to  talk  nonsense;  and  loe  are  not  surprised  there- 
fore that  the  almost  unanimous  expression  of  the  medical  pro- 
fession at  home  and  abroad  is  that  the  surgeons  pursued  the 
only  course  which  presented  any  chance  of  saving  or  (f  pro- 
hmginq  the  life  of  the patierd. 


Wa8hix(;t()N,  1).  C,  Ft^bi'Kaiy'l,  1882. 
Hon.  E.  B.  Taylor, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  Auditing  Claims  for  Ser- 
vices and  Expenses  Growing  out  of  the  Illness  and 
Burial  of  the  late  President  of  the  United  States, 
James  A.  Garfield: 

Sir  :  Attention  liavinj^  been  called  to  the  ex])resse<l  wish  of 
your  Committee,  as  set  forth  in  the  resolution,  requesting  of 
those  persons  whose  services  to  the  late  President  Gartield  are 
to  come  hefore  you  for  (-onsideration  an  estimate  of  the  value 
of  those  services,  I  have  tlie  honor  to  state  that,  after  a  full 
conference  with  the  medical  gentlemen  associated  with  me  in 
attendance  upon  the  President,  1  am  requested  by  them  to  ex- 
press their  earnest  desire  to  meet  the  wislies  of  the  Honorable 
Committee,  while  yet,  as  a  matter  of  delicacy,  they  beg  to  be 
relieved  from  presenting  liilis  to  Congress  for  services  ren- 
dered. 

It  is  believed  that  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  tlie  Com- 
mittee, to  Congress,  and  to  tlie  American  people,  to  present  to 
your  Committee  a  statement  of  the  servi(*es  rendered  in  their 
endeavor  to  j)romote  the  comfort  and  preserve  the  life  of  the 
President,  leaving  the  matter  of  compensation  to  your  Com- 
mittee, than  to  present  an  itemized  Ijill. 

This  opinion  is  one  of  most  earnest  conviction,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  phy>icians  have  no  claim  against  the  United 
States,  aiiij  that  the  action  of  Congress  in  the  matter  ^lf  com- 
pensation for  their  services  is  a  recognition  that  they  were  ren- 
dered to  tlie  President  of  the  United  States,  and  not  simply  to 
the  man,  James  A.  Gartield. 

My  permaiu'ut  counsel  consisted  of  Surgeon-General  J.  Iv. 
Barnes,  U.  S.  A.,  Surgeon  J.  J.  Woodward,  U.  S.  A.,  and  Dr. 
Robert  Reyburn,  all  of  Washington,  I).  C. 

ft  is  proper  to  state  tliat  all  thc.-e  gentlemen  gave  (hiilv  per- 
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sonul  attention  to  tlie  President,  and  Drs.  Woodward  and  Rej- 
hnrn  alternated  night  service,  one  of  them  being  ininicdiately 
with  rae  each  night  until  September  17,  1881. 

After  the  President  arrived  at  Ell^eron,  at  his  request  the 
number  of  physicians  attending  upon  liim  was  reduced,  and 
these  gentlemen  retired  from  the  case.  They  were,  however, 
called  to  Elberon  immediately  after  the  death  of  tlu;  President 
to  assist  in  conducting  the  autopsy. 

The  distinguished  counsel  from  Philadelphia  and  New  York 
city,  Drs.  D.  Hayes  Agnew  and  Frank  H.  Hamilton,  were 
summoned  to  Washington  on  the  night  of  July  3d,  1881,  and 
arrived  the  following  morning,  remaining  in  consultation  during 
that  day.  They  were  again  summoned  July  23d,  and  from 
that  date  gave  alternate  personal  service  of  from  three  to  four 
days  eacli,  until  the  death  of  the  President. 

It  is  perhaps  unnecessary  for  me  to  state  that  all  the  physi- 
cians in  attendance  during  the  periods  above-iuimed  virtu- 
ally gave  their  entire  time  and  attention  to  the  case  of  the 
President,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  the  whole  his- 
tory of  surgery  shows  no  such  striking  instance  of  harmonious 
and  self-sacrificing  devotion  to  the  care  and  comfort  of  a  patient 
as  was  displayed  by  the  medical  gentlemen  in  consultation  with 
me. 

As  surgeon  in  charge  of  the  case,  I  was  for  eighty  (80)  con- 
secutive days  constantly  on  duty,  from  the  time  the  President 
was  wounded  until  his  death.  This  service  included  day  and 
night  attendance,  which  required  the  abandonment  of  my  pri- 
vate practice,  and  so  seriously  impaired  my  health.  :is  to  prevent 
me  from  resuming  my  full  professional  duties  until  about  the 
1st  of  January,  1882.  Dr.  I).  S.  Lamb,  of  Washington,  ac- 
complished as  an  anatomist  and  pathologist,  was  selected  to 
perform  the  autopsy,  and  called  to  Elberon  for  that  purpose. 
The  skilful  manner  in  which  he  performed  this  delicate  service 
fully  justified  the  selection  made. 

I  desire  in  this  comiection  to  pay  a  just  tribute  to  the  untir- 
ing and  devoted  services  of  those  who  performcxl  the  innnediate 
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diitv  of  nursing  the  Presiilent  during  his  illness,  viz  :  General 
Swalni,  Colonel  Rockwell,  Dr.  Boynton,  Mrs.  Dr.  Edson,  Mr. 
O.  C.  Rockwell,  and  Steward  Wni.  T.  Crump,  whose  health 
was  seriously,  and  it  is  l»clieved  permanently,  impaired  hy  his 
continuous  and  exhausting  duties. 

Last,  but  not  least,  I  desire  to  specially  mention  the  faithful 
services  of  President  Garfield's  family  servant,  Daniel  Scroggs, 
(colored.) 

Thei-efore,  the  c(»nipens:ition  for  services  rendered  in  the  case 
of  the  lamented  Garfield,  which  so  keeidy  touched  the  sympa- 
tliv  of  all  an<l  engaged  their  anxious  solicitude,  is  respectfully 
sulimitted  to  your  dclil>ei-ate  judgment. 

I  have  the  honor  to  he,  \ery  respectfully,  your  obedient  ser- 
vant, 

D.  W.  BLISS. 
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